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REMARKS 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the present application in view of ihe 
foregoing amendments and io view of the reasons that follow. 

Claim 20 is requested to be cancelled without prejudice. 

Qams 1,7, 13, 1 R, and 24 ore currently being amended. No new matter is added. 

This amendment adds, changes and/or deletes claims in this application. A detailed 
listing of all claims that are, or weru, in the application, irrespective of whether the claim{s) 
remain under examination in the application, is presented, wiU) an appropriate defined stilus 
identifier. 

After amending the claims as sci forth above, claims 1-19 and 2 1-27 are now pending in 
this application. 

Claim Rejections -35 U.5.G §103 

In Section 4 of die Office Action Ihe Examiner rejected claims 1 8, 20-21, and 24-27 
under35 O.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over JEailk (U.S. Patent No, 5,128.662) in view of 
Kat£HS (U.S. Patent No. 6,377,324). The Examiner indicated (hat Failla discloses a foldnbie 
display in which one section of the display is folded over the top of another portion of the 
display. 

&j]b in any proper combination with Katsura, does not disclose, teach, or suggest 
"providing a first viewing area and providing a second viewing area substantially the same size 
as the first viewing area, the first viewing area fbidabf c underneath the second viewing area." 
Nor does any proper combination of Failla and Katsurn disclose teach, or suggest "wherein a 
user may view images on die second viewing area when the display assembly is folded and on 
the combined first and second viewing areas when the display assembly is unfolded." Tbc folded 
configuration of FoiHa is less advantageous In Che context of a handheld computer or other 
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portable device because when the display and touch sensor combination is folded there is a 
wasted area exposed to the view where nothing can be displayed (I.e., die back of section 214). 
In Applicant iaventioa of both claims IS and 24, one portion of the display is folded behind the 
other portion of the display, therefore, only the portion of the display being used is exposed to the 
viewer (see, e.g., configuration of 1? JO. 4 of Applicants* Specification). Therefore, for the 
handheld computer or portable device, space is used more efficiently, because In the foMed state 
substantially the entire area of the display is used for displaying information. Therefore, because 
Btillg in combination with fCafcjsa does not disclose, teach, or suggest all of the claim 
limitations, claims 18 and their dependent claims are therefore allowable. 

In Section 5 of the OSiceAetjon the Examiner rejected claims 1,3-4, 7, 9-10, !3and 15 
as being Anticipated by rSpdouyetal, (U.S. Patent No. 6,307.751) in view of QBn^araganetj^ 
(U.S. Published Application No. 2002/01 40.690) and Failla . 

As described above with regard to independent claims 18 and 24, Failla does not disclose, 
teach or suggest a portion of Hie display being folded behind another portion of the display in a 
folded condition. Further no combination of Fail la. Bodoov et rL and Oamsaragan et at. 
discloses, teaches, or suggest the folded behind lirmtatkm of claims 1, 7, and 13. Therefore, 
because not all of the claim limitations are shown in the prior art, claims 1 , 7. and 1 3 and their 
respective dependent claims arc therefore allowable. 

In Section 7 of die Office Action the Examiner rejected claims 6, 12, and 17 under 35 
U.S.C. §1 03 as being unpatentable over Bodonvetai.. in vjew of Oamsarcean etfl, (U.S. 
Published Application No. 2002/0140,690) and Failla and fbrther in view of dmi-lier (U.S. 
Published Patent Application No. 2003/0064751). 

As described above with regard to independent claims 1 8 and 24. Bailla does not disclose, 
teach or suggest a portion of the display being folded behind another portion of die display In a 
folded condition. Further no comNnation of Fail In. Bodonvet a t,. Charlie? and Ga msnrapm pt 
Si discloses, teaches, or suggest the folded behind limitation of claims 1 . ?. and 1 3. Therefore. 
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because not ail of the cJfdni limitations are shown in lire prior art, claims 6, 1 2, orul 1 7 arc 
therefore allowable 

In Section 8 of the Office Action the Examiner rejected claims 19, and 22 under 35 
U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable over Fail la in view of Katsifra and further ' m view of 
fomiskeg (U.S. Published Patent Application No. 2003/0067427). 

As described above with regard to independent claims 18 and 24, E&jUa does not disclose, 
teach or suggest a portion of drc display being folded behind another portion of the display in o 
folded condition. Further no combination of Failta . Koffiufli. and Comiskoy discloses, teaches, or 
suggests the folded behind limitation similar to claims 1 , 7. and 1 3. There fore, because not all of 
the claim limitations arc shown in Ore prior art, claims 1 9 and 22 arc therefore allowable. 

In Section 9 of the Office Action the Examiner rejected claim 23 under 35 U.S.C. §103 as 
being unpatentable ova- Failia in view of Katsura. 

A$ described above with regard to independent claims 18 and 24, Fmlln does not disclose, 
teach or suggest a portion of die display being folded behind another portion of the display in a 
folded condition. Further no combination of Faijla. and Katsura discloses, teaches, or suggest the 
folded behind Hmitodon similar to claims 1, 7, and 13. Therefore, because not all of the claim 
limitations are shown in the prior art, claims 79 and 22 are therefore allowable Applicants 
believe that the present application is now in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration 
of the application as amended is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt flat a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioacr is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
retpured regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §$ J.16-1 .17, or credit any overpayment, to 
Deposit Account No. 06-1447. Should no pr o p er payment be enclosed herewith, as by o check 
being in the wrong amount, uasJgnod, post-doted, otherwise iinpropcr or infonnaJ or even 
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entirely missing, the- Commissioner Is authorized to charge the unpaid amount to Deposit 
Account No. 06-1447. If any extensions of time arc neetted for timely acceptance of papers 
suhmitted b<^vitb, Applicants Itercby petition Tor such extension under 37 C.F.R. §1.136 and 
authorizes payment of any such extensions fees In Deposit Account No. 06-1447. 


Date ££&jaj>j3£ l£. <~ 

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number 26371 
Telephone: (414)297-5730 
Facsimile: (414) 297-4900 


Respectfully submitted. 



AJistair K. Chan 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No, 44,603 
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